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1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this appHcation after allowance or after an Office action vmder Ex 
Parte Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 O.G. 213 (CommVPat. 1935). Since this appUcation is eUgible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been 
timely paid, prosecution in this application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. 
Applicant's submission filed on 27 December 2004 has been entered. 

2. The indicated allowability of claims 1-5, 10-19 is withdrawn in view of the newly 
discovered reference(s) to Scholl et al. in U.S. Patent No. 5,742,762 (newly cited) in view of 
Sayers et al. in U.S. Patent No. 6,539,237 (of record). Rejections based on the newly cited 
reference(s) follow. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 10-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Scholl 
et al. in U.S. Patent No. 5,742,762 (newly cited) in view of Sayers et al. in U.S. Patent No. 
6,539,237 (of record). 

Referring to claim 1, Scholl et al. discloses a system for providing management protocol 
mediation between networks, comprising: a first network (MANAGED NETWORK 1); a second 
network (MANAGED NETWORK 2), having an operations and maintenance center (OMC) (1 1 
and 14) coupled thereto and operable to execute an application to manage the first network using 
a first management protocol, the OMC further operable to manage the second network using a 
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second management protocol; and a protocol mediator (15 and 16) coupled to the first and 
second networks, the protocol mediator operable to translate between the first management 
protocol and the second management protocol. 

SchoU et al. differ from claim 1, in that it fails to disclose both networks being wireless 
networks, providing the first wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station 
over a wireless interface. But Scholl does disclose "the examples of the managed networks 

include SNMP-based network, CMIP-based network, , and cellular telephony system" (see 

column 6, lines 25-29) and "the access mode maybe WAN, LAN, dial-up, wireless, or others 
(column 7, lines 12-13). 

The application of managed networks being wireless networks, providing the first 
wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station over a wireless interface is well 
known in the art. Sayers et al., for example, from the similar field of endeavor, teaches the 
managed networks being wireless networks (14 and 15 in Figure 1), providing the first wireless 
network operable to communicate with a mobile station (4 in Figure 1) over a wireless interface 
(not shown). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adopt the 
wireless communication feature in Sayers et al. into the system of Scholl et al. to provide the 
system with wireless communication capability to fiirther improve the system speed and 
efficiency. 

Referring to claims 2 and 3, Scholl et al. disclose the first and second management 
protocols comprises a SNMP and CMIP management protocols (see col. 6, lines 25-26, col 7, 
lines 8-9). 
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Referring to claim 4, Scholl et al. discloses the protocol mediator coupled to the OMC by 
a first Telecommunication Network Management Interface (the connection between blocks 1 1 
and 15 in Figure 1), and coupled to the first network by a second Telecommunication Network 
Management Interface (7 in Figure 3). 

Referring to claim 5, Sayers et al. discloses that the first wireless network comprises: a 
base station operable to communicate with the mobile station over the wireless interface; and 
a wireless adjunct internet platform (WARP) (16 in Figure 1) coupled to the base station (12 in 
Figure 1) and operable to communicate with the mobile station (4 in Figure 1) through the base 
station, which would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adopt this wireless 
communication feature in Sayers et al. into the system of Scholl et al. to provide the system with 
wireless communication capability to further improve the system speed and efficiency. 

Referring to claim 10, Scholl et al. discloses a management center for providing 
management protocol mediation between networks, comprising: an operations and maintenance 
center (OMC) (1 1 and 14) operable to manage a first and second networks, the OMC further 
operable to manage the first network by executing an application using a first management 
protocol, and to manage the second network using a second management protocol; and a 
protocol mediator (15 and 16) coupled to the first and second networks, the protocol mediator 
operable to translate between the first management protocol and the second management 
protocol. 

Scholl et al. differ from claim 10, in that it fails to disclose both networks being wireless 
networks, providing the first wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station 
over a wireless interface. But Scholl does disclose "the examples of the managed networks 
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include SNMP -based network, CMIP-based network, , and cellular telephony system" (see 

column 6, lines 25-29) and "the access mode maybe WAN, LAN, dial-up, wireless, or others 
(column 7, lines 12-13). 

The application of managed networks being wireless networks, providing the first 
wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station over a wireless interface is well 
known in the art. Sayers et al., for example, from the similar field of endeavor, teaches the 
managed networks being wireless networks (14 and 15 in Figure 1), providing the first wireless 
network operable to communicate with a mobile station (4 in Figure 1) over a wireless interface 
(not shown). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adopt the 
wireless communication feature in Sayers et al. into the system of SchoU et al. to provide the 
system with wireless communication capability to fiirther improve the system speed and 
efficiency. 

Referring to claims 11 and 12, SchoU et al. disclose the first and second management 
protocols comprises a SNMP and CMEP management protocols (see col. 6, lines 25-26, col. 7, 
lines 8-9). 

Referring to claim 13, SchoU et al. discloses the protocol mediator coupled to the OMC 
by a Common Telecommunication Network Management Interface (the connection between 
blocks 11 and 15 in Figure 1). 

Referring to claims 14 and 15, SchoU et al. discloses a router (5 in Figure 1) coupled to 
the OMC and the protocol mediator, the router operable to transmit and receive management 
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message over an Internet Protocol (IP) network, providing the OMC communicating with the 
protocol mediator through the router (see colunrn 6, lines 32-36). 

Referring to claim 16, Scholl et al. discloses a method for providing management 
protocol mediation between networks comprising the steps of: executing at a first network an 
application in an operations and maintenance center (OMC) using a first management protocol; 
managing by the OMC, a second network using a second management protocol; and translating 
between the first management protocol associated with the first network, and the second 
management protocol associated with the second network. 

Scholl et al. differ from claim 16, in that it fails to disclose both networks being wireless 
networks, providing the first wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station 
over a wireless interface. But Scholl does disclose "the examples of the managed networks 

include SNMP-based network, CMEP-based network, , and cellular telephony system" (see 

column 6, lines 25-29) and "the access mode maybe WAN, LAN, dial-up, wireless, or others 
(column?, lines 12-13). 

The application of managed networks being wireless networks, providing the first 
wireless network operable to communicate with a mobile station over a wireless interface is well 
known in the art. Sayers et al., for example, fi-om the similar field of endeavor, teaches the 
managed networks being wireless networks (14 and 15 in Figure 1), providing the first wireless 
network operable to communicate with a mobile station (4 in Figure 1) over a wireless interface 
(not shown). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adopt the 
wireless communication feature in Sayers et al. into the system of Scholl et al. to provide the 
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system with wireless communication capability to further improve the system speed and 
efficiency. 

Referring to claims 17 and 18, Scholl et al. disclose the first and second management 
protocols comprises a SNMP and CMIP management protocols (see col. 6, lines 25-26, col. 7, 
lines 8-9). 

Referring to claim 19, Scholl et al. discloses the step of translating between the 
management protocols comprises: mapping an instruction supported by the first protocol to an 
equivalent instruction^ supported by the second protocol; mapping a parameter supported by the 
first protocol to an equivalent parameter supported by the second protocol; and composing a 
message supported by the second protocol using the equivalent instruction and the equivalent 
parameter (see column 7, line 50 to column 8, line 5). 

5. Claim 21 is allowed. 

6. Claims 6-9 and 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Scholl et al. '001, Spencer, Krishnamurthy et al. and Menon et al. are cited to show the 
common feature of distributed network management system utilizing SNMP and CMIP 
management protocols similar to the claimed invention. 
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